REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 


Applicant responds herein to the Office Action dated January 25, 2006. 

Claims 1 1, 13 and 32 are provisionally rejected under the doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 11-12 of U.S. Patent Application 10/047,025 
("the '025 application"). Claims 1 1, 13 and 32 are also provisionally rejected under the doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting in view of U.S. Patent Application 10/046,830 ("the '830 
application"). 

In response to the obviousness-type double patenting rejection, enclosed herewith is a 
Terminal Disclaimer. 

Accordingly, it is believed that all of the issues raised in the Office Action have been 
responded to and the Examiner is therefore requested to reconsider the application, allow the 
claims and pass this case to issue. 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited Respectfully submitted, 
with the United States Postal Service with sufficient 
postage as First Class Mail in an envelope addressed to: 
Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. / 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on April 24, 2006 I /\ 
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